M HECFAN 5,585 40 & =6 11 3 Applied Mathematics and Mechanics
20194F 11 A 1 HE Vol.40,No.11,Nov.1,2019

X E4S:1000-0887(2019) 11-1179-25 © N FHECEEFN 124025 2, ISSN 1000-0887
it{l Bayes it EBIicARIERKENMA
cEE, FHREFR, B A

(1 ¥R TP TRAR SGit#msedt, 65T 100084 ;
2RSSR, TR B 518000)

WE: AR AT RN, H7 BEIE A AU I B AR R B | DA EICHE Hh AU
FAME BAVAUR N P Geit 2 At SRR 27 I A9 L [ i AL Sy 5 2500 e o7 A OB TR I 4k
8 LRI AT 43 BT R T2 A R AR X ) — A T B N — I SR, TEIe = N
Beew RO B RS I RS, SRS T # T RIS A SR 3R SR AL > 4
G A A BT 45 FNAR 43 B St 2 , AR T LA AR — T SO A A A Bt 2 Fr A 2 1) 500 F
BRI | 45 P R 5 4%, 78 S B ) 0 v o 75 282 ) A A 281 s, 208 A5t R sl B 2, Sk e 4 2 gl
HBETR () B30 23 A A TN e e AT 220 T 25 75 788 4 7 R XfE. ] o V80 e T T 2 ( sl LA AT B 2K
AR TS TRIXE ) 19 A U B T A7 255008 23 B A DB 32 9 A — A 43 S g 1) L AR T
Bayes St i1, I Bl Bayes T30 —FP AT LI Tt 58 U8R BN ST HEW B2 R | 4R R 72 2 4 4t
THAR RN AR BOBERL ) 23 A FIAHE T & 35 T B SR FZ SO LR 31 Bayes THE ik il &, X il
) Bayes J108 i B AT IR S B IEAT T RS A0 ZER , I X IT ) Bayes 1158 5 72 46 &2 24 B Ha Ab #
F ) R RIS B RN RT T N T8 R 5 R TR 2B R AT T 43 BT i,

X # iR: il Bayes iTH; AERURR, RS, ASHEMEHEW

hESES: 035741 XEARERD . A DOI; 10.21656/1000-0887.400245

5 F

FEREHE AN TR BRI, 27 BRI AT R R AT 250l B R I GAE 1 | DA AR h AR BUAT
FHAAE SRR B A Ge it R H S AR 2 10 1 2 [ e R A6 B3 e B R o A 1 1 2
HAR P A T T AR AL ( generative models) F L HE 23 BT 5 12 42 1 43 B B 1) — IR 52 451
Sl — RN, AR U R A6 e 5 2OR A R HAHE 00 2 LR, HoAZ O AR R FLEE A H AR 2 fiE
% DA 255 7 ORI H R ARCAD 7 A N T 9 194 552 B 5 A AL A AUA S . o 2 FAsE AU A B
P — B 2R B — B =S ) ERRER S AG F, I RRIE BRI S 5 0 Friue.

TEAN R B2 BRI, A AL 52 30t AN (] 1) R BUIE A8 AR 0 B ik 5 b B 8 i is
H #5377 2 ( differential equations) F15f 71 22 45 ( dynamic systems ) %5 502 T H X 7= A4 B dis A9 9

« WFSHEA: 2019-08-26; EITHEA: 2019-09-01
EE&TIH: BEXRARRFEREE(11771242)
fEE®T: A1 (1988—) , 5, it (E-mail; wanchuang.zhu@ sydney.edu.au) ;
ZHEH(1981—) B FEEmg TR, 1+ ( E-mail ; chunlin.ji@ kuang-chi.org) ;
XA (1982—) , B, @I #1414 S 00 GEIRYEH . E-mail: kdeng@ tsinghua. edu.
cn).

1179



1180 w A B = K X il

SRR TS AR FE G ARG, BT 2 AR B3R 43 A5 57 G AR A ( statistical
models ) X WL B4 119 A= IROALR A T (A 220 i O s ZEAL 27 ST BT oy, A8 FH A X e 19 4%
( generative adversarial networks, GAN) ' 728/} [ 4 fith %% ( variational autoencoders, VAE )" 2
BT B, 38 L B 3K 50 1) 5 208 B B 000RN SCAS 45 Z2 RO 28 i 77 A s F i AN T4
U N ZE A AR, RS A AR S D 2 | TS A A e A AR AN TR
A A U (Y S A BATE 2

RO RIS 4 A R AR AR U] S R AT R AR e GE I RAE A A
6] e LA D7 RE AN BN ) ZR 8 AR SR 19 “ RS AL (fine models ) MBSOWLA =% 7 A 4
(YR AR 25 T s 2, ) SR A0 B0 5 AR BT R 1R R AUy 3 7 B SE R A )
PEHLHI A AR IRAY T A 5 HOPT i R (0 — B ASGE JH TH AL 1 375 e T 100 " ) A, 7 1]
T AT S A A5 R ) T R A A TR I AR R TR M, HL S oy 32 BIMR 75 1) T e B8 3 RS 2 ) 7
P BB R O R 14 [ T X OB R A TR P AT fRT A, LA TR AR S T 14 0 52 24 P 22 ) 3 3]sl
2 -8 5 30 e b U N SRS R AR AR5 5 1)y XK A T AR T R RO AR MR s —
FRCHE FH T B50H A BRI TR R R 75 A5 X L s T R T AT, ) 3 o S 3 BT R ) A 5
T B W R BT 1) ) 5 (B 75 58 R [ R LA 437, AR AR 35 185 LA GAN Fll VAE AR SR
B« B IR s A iR AL ((data-driven generative models) == 238 13 B i 9K s 19 5 =X, A— R K
AR AR AR 2 [R] i A A B IR 2 AOASE AL R S8 AR X U PR R AAIG, & o vk , 7E R i
N SCAS S50 A ML TR P i R 12 v LA 2 1 7% ) b B T B e ) S B 808 5 (HL AT i e
FeE VAR A 22,

JRUE 1R XS A AT 5 Z AR IR S N 22 AL RR i R B AT TR — A 3L R 9 1E
FH IR AR 7 [R) R ALY R 000 B A o A PR B AT B2, J0 18 2 DR 285 10 B A A
AR AR SRR AN TR R b B e B et S e 17 iy 5 Rk 2 )t ) DG B R R
O IR, LA USRSy it (4 H5His 434 , AR JB 2 A 40 2 2R A 00 8k Xof A SR A R 2 2 B
ATHEWT , AT REEICHE 5 Ak SR PRI E R i 5O B 27 [ R 25 T i 280 A8 L HTBC A FbL a2 T v
NATH i B A i B R A B S 4G AT Al T, BRITE 2 800s 1) rh 6 3006 2 48 B it
ACHEI B S e A R AR RSB T HEL AR GE T 5 v, AATTBR 1 0G0 Sefleffiat” | il 4
S IETERT RN S B AN 5 VAT B 1 R T AR 22T 24 Y ) B | AN 2 1 B B RN AE
ST UVEIR 53 BT B AN T 3R A 18— AR [P, S R TR T, A8 e e RSP E b AT LAXS WL
S HIE 265 < e A P i R L2 JH b =1 A DA A A TR AR T X U0 5 0 & 65k 5 S A e
PRI T AN BER DR HERR , DT 0 SR 265 R RN S B B B > “ AN s 1R PRI, 7 — U036 1 AR
BEAL R RIHE S v AN PEHE T A S — > J B AN (AL A ] .

AEXS T BAf el B PEHEWT7E T 2 BB 2 RMEIR 2 HoR Bt & R FESe 1T
SPHESES A AR R AT AN 5 PEHE T, B UL B 2 40 #8 2 JR (frequentist ) 1 Bayes
IR ( Bayesian ) . Bayes 27 JRXJ K HI 2 $0 & 56 50 5345 (prior distribution) , Jfif i Bayes 242X
( Bayes formula ) X (ISR ( data likelihood ) S 3 52 4% 1 A2 WS 3543 7 ( posterior distribution ) .
YERZHS ] E ) — DRI S5 95 53 A0 W R RN S B AN 8 VEEAT 1 5 8 1 20 0 5 1l 25
E WL ECHE 1) — D 2R AR I 90400 FE 00 8 & 1 S0 A RO D A5 40 v i 6, 55 190G T R
ZH M BT, Bayes HEALHAY 25015 W ] W1 454 05 PRBE R D03, 72 A 22 508k 20 Hr )
WA B T TIZ N AR, 288 Bayes 73BT 2K BUAIE A SR T HAT A R AT e 20X — 2R
—J7 %5 Bayes ZM AT T 177" A% (A 285 SO (H R P BRI T Bayes 23 BT 7E 1 22 [A] #1 Hh 1 7



VLBl Bayes THE- AT A 5T 3 R S 1 1181

ARV 2 2 2 B 2 PR L BCE AR X LR A 2 I A S DO A & A AR SCRY S 1.3
ANTORERS I 2 B G 0 A0 0 T B L TR IR 52 25 (R R o 4 0 3800 A1 DR 22 AN P2 S RL A s 1
O3 B A A T L ECE Monte-Carlo FlRERY 5 2ORIEAT AL BRI 734, Bayes J5 i AETTH |
AL I AL R PR

R T T84k Bayes T R & 7E B AL SR ME LABIORS B 2 im0 AT HS3E A 15 00 T 2 1] Bayes HE4E
SRIEATEAE T, 1) Bayes 1154 (approximate Bayesian computation, ABC) J5i&#E A T AATH)
PP ABC Jr ik i ARSIt Rubin 78 1984 AR 1) B J5 76 15 22 S0 A5 31 T B2 ity 18 H
AR 38 15 2 ( population genetics ) BF 5512 | % 7 2% (archaeology ) ) | 45 filt 2 4% ( financial
modelling) "' 7K SCHE R (hydrological models) " & F4 i 2% ( protein networks ) 2"/ 25 A%} F
2231 Bayes HEWT AT AAESL  ABC J7 ik ) — AT E i Bk E PR T T Bayes 40 B 3 A8 HE 22 1
LA SRR 14 [v) I R 5 17 X S ABL SR A T ot AT T2 190 2 A A 3 o DRI o B IR S I S8
i, IPTESE T 22 ) S > Y I B ke 20 o — 287 A6 AR s R0 UL i s =z 8] i AH Lk, ABC
T3 5] AAEECAR ARUSR g A B XS BB A 155 0 1 R 5052 15 9 0 A1 25 A R0 B ABC 7 R Y X
—FEPERT LK Bayes 73BT HE SR A28 ML ST A AU HE ) 3 — M 1) A AL, K Bayes 43 BT AT
FRE R A A SR B AL

ARICH RS FNLEAR ABC J5 i 4 SUHEQLRI R U #F 8, JF IR A TS ABC ik SHITEA
TR RER ARG LGS A 0 AR J7 vk RN A SO TR AR 0 o W e AT B 0 22 HE 55 1 5 fRf 2
R E M ABC JriERIBFIETE 5t EARESRFIS PR 5F 2 N2 BE SRR I 45k ABC U7
PRI B 5 265 3 9 THE T ABC Jr kT R B A 3 R R N TR R A T AE 1
B 4 XA SCHEAT L.

1 24 ABC Jrifaig

1.1 Bayes #HEHRERERX

By, = (v, IR ,0 e R FoRE2ETBE,p RS L
I S B ) AR T AT RE 0 2 Ak BT AR R e e X A5l ) A 1 T S T AR F) s
SRR 2 T AR A O 2O F A, FRNMB R y, ERENLAE R Y i — S B I HL B
YIRS O HHREI A0 Y ~ F(0) , Hrb A BURER 5 s B f( -1 0) FoR GEiHHENE AR
JE LG G AAE WS EL 0 BN 2ZEANGI T (B y, Sl i (a7 S REL R 4 75X, e 42 R
Ml AUACER A AN 9 B i S, BTG F AR A 2 AR AR F I 5 0 e RTEEY)E
B GRS AT REZ BN 207 T BRI, LN, BEDN 25 5 B FRKF AU AR B SEi AL
B R B — RIS A AL L BB R Y ~ N(6, o) i o RE .l Bid
B, Gt RDRE BESC A J7 025 b D B R A 35 AR GE T o0 A .

2 LIRSS LN BE SR AR sR BT LIS O L(0) =f(y, | 0) JARIRINT 0
Je— R JIE I [ %€ {F; 10 Bayes “# R AL 0 402 — D BEHLZE &, IFH — 4> ek o
Aii” o (0) KA RAE LI B BE 2 BT ATXE 2S5 0 19 S5 5 R, Bayes i W72 2 T 40 Y
Bayes A7 ;

7 (0)=f(01y )= J(y, 1 6)7,(0)

i1 0y (0)d0
St (8) BRI ATISRL B O F R AR y, 5o A SR 8 LI

(D)
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RS ] W — AR J5 B0 53 A 6 AR S AN PR AT T 58 B ) 220 5 1R 45
WIS (8 — A SR SR B 0 AT SE 038 1 JE 3 20 A FOULI ECHis vh B4 35 1 6 TR M 2
HerfF 2. T, Bayes HESE HAT 32 55 15 W £ A B3R AR D7 (8 PREE A I 3, 7E AR Z2 8008 70 A ) el o
BT Tz N .

WF E N Bayes HEWTZS T 3EAS Y BRI SRAIE.

TE1 2 0, ’ft%%%%ﬁﬁgﬁggﬁ,én A FAUIR T T2 B 5% AH 5 % ( strongly consistent solu-
lion) SE X £ =/ (8 - 8,) 4w (11 3,) ot MIRSA HEMALE(AL) - (AS) Razit, T

JI(6
limf 7T"(t| y”) _ gefﬂl(%)/z dt=(), <2>
e Vers
92
H 1(0)=E, - ———1 1 9)|.
EP ( ) 0( 801001 nf(yn )j

TESHL 0 MY p = 1 IUTREBL T, IERIPEARE(AL) ~ (AS) B EAIERINT .
(A1) MTHARO € 0,55 {x1 f(x] 6) >0} HZAHFER.
(A2) STEUSRREE In f(x | 0) FEXTA[0, - 5,0, + 6] T 0 ZFal T E, 1V (6,,X) Fl
E, 1% (0,,X) HO2AH W, H
su | l<3)(0,x)|SM(x),E90M(x) < o,

e (0p=5,00+6)
o 9 AR eREL B OEE | B

(A3) BURKET 0 Wl 2cHul B, 11V (6,,X) =0, E, 1 (6,,X) =~ E, (I'(6,,X)).3F
H1(6,)=E, (1'(8,,X))* > 0 &L

(A4) MTAERS > 0 MR RA n FF1E € > 0,1845 sup,,_p ,5((1,(0) = 1,(6,))/n) <
- € MM 1 Bl

(AS) SEmor i m,(0) ZESLW, i HAE 0, A% KT 0.

ERR SCFE R 1 UEB AT LS5 Sk 32].

MBEL O JE—MIRYGE R ) S, AR A 1 DU S A Ak SR A R, B[] i A BRI, P
AT YA o HERET, R B0 7, (0) Syl AE T E S5k 0, MR, O Hlsok
B T — A IES S .

FE—A~ SBR[l R B3z ] Bayes HE4E R 58 U 431, F e B IR = ANk O 2
BB TE MW 5550 7070 ;@ B IR BB B R i AT I8 20 B BERBASH hy R 1y ) FH BT 45 51
14 Je 303 AT AT AN 2 P A AR T AR S 50 230 A € b, AT LUR T FEWLSESR” (subjective
prior) AT A NS S50 H Rl DU« Tef5 BEE (noninformative prior) , 45 B8
FRAE“ B WSCER" (objective prior) , KFRIKXITA A SEOAT 8 H ARG I Se AR FE G273
Hik R, X AR SE BT 2R 8 A AR SR S B A A I K R R RE Y TR T S B4 A
PEATHEWT 5 I, AR BT A 20 A J5 36 0 A S UL BOAR I o A, U B R AT 0 B RIAT 5 2R A5 21 i
Je B o AT AN S UL AR U 435, AT LA 33 43 A Ik Monte-Carlo filRE ) (475 2Ok 47
Ab B ARG T80 ARUSR LA IR () AT T 30— o5, 22 2 Bayes ST HEZR T (1) JE AR K X
—J5 1% Bayes 3BT T 17" 4% B 5 SO AR [RI B RR I T Bayes 43 M 2617 2 [l R b i) 07 .
TERBHE N TR RERHC A F 2 S8 BRIn) ek | B T 40 FAsE A i) 52 2k | B LR wE LA A 1
Z TR SR A 155 100 B A R A TR 9 A0 AT A K AR TR T R AR IR B A T A A% ) R A A RAS
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Ty PEAE IR, BAT E 2 A S AP S 2
1.2 81 ABC FHiEMERIERMEIRMR

FEGETT2F Sk, ABC 5 Ao 1 3R IR BE 1) — A T 227 vk A — BT DLk ks i T 5
B RRATIEER AR | ABC 5 A AR B B Rubin ™ $2 L5 205 AN Z 21 5 12405 By 4k R F
K& ABC J7 LB N Giit2¢ > Fl Bayes 11 A —A~ 8 22 T L FITE BRI 58 Sk ABC J735 1Y
—AMZOBEE S RS IR E G RR £y, | 0) WY BTG RS X LRSI 5 (E X T
BB ERZSEUE 0 TR —A BB AR (data generator) G(z | @) i S BUE T 5 ol &
B T O R f(y, | ) WP A B IREA A 1 45 T 48 ABC J5 ik I3 AS i 7.

Eik1 ABCHBE

RS YN

(1) WEIEHE y, .

(12) BERBE 0 Rt =(0) .

(13) BAEAESAS G(z1 9) .

(14) WMEIES & n(y,) .

(15) WEHES BB ER D(n(2) ,n(2')) .

(16) FEETTRRAE S > O,

ERES R

(S1) MFegesri m(0) il — " MEik 2400 .

(S2) MWEHEAE AR G(z 1 07) W=k —A G s z, RS E 9 (2) .

(S3) HHEABEIES I 9 (2) SWINEHRS TR 9 (y,) ZEMEE D(n(2) ,m(y,)),
WHRD(n(z),m(y,)) <8 W 0" HZIHAE , L.

(S4) EEILTR(ST) ~(S3) , ABNEIER L ISP L.

GRER T

(01) TERILBITH R PP TR —d S A 0,0, ,---,0, .

B 1 WU S IR e AR A R A LA TR SO RE ARSI R
V] () B 55—, N JE38 A AR A JE 30 53 A — MR AR 0 A, WE A3 35 A 4 R, K
ZHCTATEI N B R ECERRE YR 2 H M\ SE 50 43 A rh 7 AR AR AR LSS T A SO A g B A A
AR AN ] 1 10 R AN [ 1 A B A R 2 R — R B ) I R B, IR A TE 45 e W R
ZRAF RIS AT, A R St P LA i B E AL ) 20 AR5 = T H R G R B A
RGEFE TG HE IR AT T B g M A R B A gt I A Z 5 —
SRR R T i ARG S0 T i Y BE PR T B 5% o AR i LA () R B SR D TS SR T 2 (R A B
BN FOlUE, T AT DAL RO S A B S 22 1R AT B A SOE X
B, S BrE H (R

A B ERER AR T (0,2) WIBRA 430

m,(0)f(z] 0)I(z € =4;)

[7(0)(z1 0)1(z & =4,)dzdo

ms(0,z1y,)= (3)
o g, 5 X

Ay =1{z: D(n(z),m(y,)) <&}.
4 m5(0,2) XF z ARG, ATAR RIS T @ I — G T .
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7(0) [f(z1 0)1(z € =4,)dz

7(01y,) =7, (0,21 y,)dz = (4)

[moorz1 0)1(z ) dzd0

s (01y,) H“ABC J5574" (ABC-posterior) , - EA/E X EHL G150 w (01 y,) )
IERLUATTR E A ABC LG T 3EAR Y EIS R IE.
EIE2 WHRn(y,) 2y, WRSGIHEHRE n(-) 78y, AESE, WIFE—E B IE NP5
HF
lim[ 1 7,(01y,) =7(01y,)1d0=0.
EBR T n(z) BRagiitad  BdiPUR f(z 1 0) FEAEMTR 50 .

fz1 0)=g(n(z),0) -h(z), V(z,0).
5N}

7T(0|y”) “Wo(a)g("’]Q’n),o)’ <5)
7,01 3,) < w(0) [a(n(2) O h(2)I(z € 4,)dz. (6)

s(0)=g(n(y,).0),
52(0) = [¢(n(2) 0 h(2)1(z € =4,)dz,

5(0) = [e(n(3,) O h(2)I(z e 4,)dz,

4 C = [m,(0)5(0)d0,C, = [7,(0)5,(0)d0,C; = [7,(0)s;(0)d0, 4
701y )=m,0)s(0)/C,
775(0| yn) = 770<0>33(0)/C§,

HZ 5%k
5, (0)/Cy =5(0)/C.

A
[1m01y) -701y)1d0=
[0 SO h)am <
C, c
35<0) 35(0) S,s (0) 8(0) _
| Co om0 f 70(0)d0 =
J 55(0) —s5(0) 7T0(0)d0+| Cs —Cs | -
C, C,
zf M 7,(0)d0.
Syl

55(0) =55 (0)
C5

< 1 (2000~ &(n(3,).0) 1 () (z € i)z <
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)1z e )z

3&@333' g(n(z),0) —g(n(y,),0)!- .
Horp
@)1z e 4, dz
lim C, -
[h2)1(z € 4, dz
lim =
7 7 (0)g(n(2) ,0)h(2)1(z € =4,)dzdo
! A M.
[7y(0)e(n(y,),0)d0
TR g(m,0) —FOESE, WXTF e > 0,777 8 > 0, {Hif5
sup supl g(n(z),0) —g(n(y,),0) | <e,
Al
ggg;gggggl g(n(z),0) —g(n(y,),0)1=0.
R, 22 B 2 15HIE. O

biRE IR HE ABC Bkt STt n RSS2 IE YRR T,
B2 RS T TRRAE 8 45T 0, ABC G40 Hi 7m,(0 | y,) SWSENELH G R 7(01 y,),
B ABC J& 36 % BL S5 36 I LR 22 25843 T 0 0\ ik E A IE B i B ke a] AIFR 3 8 g A
TG W ABC 5 356 FLSE 5 1 3 (L3 7 A AN AT T R I B 1R 22 | 1R 25 1 K/INE
TR z FA N GEITHE 9 (2) BRI A G B PR RS, 2 ABC ik h#Esz —4~
EBESEL 0" IR (BI“ 3232 2%R”  acceptance rate) A

C, = [m(0)f(z1 O)I(D(n(2) ,m(y,)) <8&)dzdo.

AR REE IR TR S ML T 0,6 C; — 0, B ABC J7ik (353 67 0 25 20 i 1t R 1 31 5
PRI SR AR 07858 braz I rh o8 T DR S 1Y TSR0 W EE e B — M HE R A T TR
B, NI ATl e b/ ABC J5 3 o] AdHR R 2, IR E N KN T2 X3 {z:
D(n(z),m(y,)) <&} WJUMRE  THAZ X {z: D(n(z),n(y,)) <8} HGITEn JE
2D FITRRME & HefmRPesE , ABC J5 50700 1Y B iR 25 (S B IR 22 IR R 22 ) A L i ik
SABR IR e L2 T ABC JriE IS MR BTTIe v LIS Sk [ 45-46 1.

1.3 281 ABC AiEHIERRIEHA

A T T8 G v i 2 AR ARLEE 1 LR B ALK sR B S B 1158, ABC D7 YRS T
Bayes W7 BLUIR R BCH SEA AT IE XA BR 1 258, IR R HB Y™ i€ T Bayes W HE 2R 19 18 H]
T {2 AT DATEAL SR R B0 A 0 200 A U sl 2 X LIRS B 38 ) i 0 R AT BE A RGBT T

Bz H ABC i —A 2 ML) 1] 12 1999 4F Pritchard 85 3¢ T BEAR 5 14 %% ( population
genetics ) [ —IF5E > A0 IZHF 5T, LU 2 A BUCHR 58 y, B — e MR IE R 381, B 9% H bR
AT 3 S O T 5 A A TR A 5 2 1) — S SRR S L A e PR 2 A S48 A5 g R 3 28 [Pt ) — A
FHRERIE: Kingman’ s coalescent #5847 HABHRALIR AL R AN T Fow
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.1 0)=] fo,V HOFCHY 0)aH, (7)

S H AR S AR T o R UL 00 8 7 009 5, SR B J— A TE AT

25 PRI AR A TR, L R B — T 25 K A 2 0 1T
B S RV B A

e0eceec0cc0000,

00000000 OCGO

B SUHA LA colescence B
Fig. 1 The coalescence model with population size growth

Bl 1 JB/R T coalescence FH | KRR AR — AT, A [A] A B AR AN [R] 19 2. 7Y, A PR
ZIa 2 AR AT A IR RESE, de b AT AR HT AR SR B A R
SR (7) VA IR HIR 45 08 S 80 A s 288 A BA i S A X 25 2 380 1. 181 G, ABC
2T DAAR 3 2 [R) R,

A R B T2 RGP & R Potts BRI 8] 2 IR T —AN 58 SUTE 4x4
5 B Potts AL S Potts FEALZ T 70 A5 78 25 (A4S s b B RICH 1547 2 [ AR DG 1 AR 1Y —
P Sy TEGE TR EUG AL A ST 2 L 45 0 d 4 25 18] R DX 1 — ZH AR
F BRI SALE L X TN BEE Y Q = 1,2, ¢} WIBEHLZ & ¥, IFiC y =
{y oo, FETAS SRS AR AL E @, j, AROE | 5A0E 7 AHEE  CAE @ ~ /. Potts 15
Al y BRI EHRLIA .

eXp{ —0 X 1(y, =y, }
[yl 9)= ;(16’) :

HAENALHE 0 (6) BRBAN
o(0) = 2 exp{ - GZI(ZL. =z) } .

st

AR X Potts A YEICHE ISR HOREBATT 505 S B IE N H 8 o(0) BTHE. X 75 B T z fir A nl
REMIUECIR A, B R 228 0 o(¢™) PRI, RIVEEXT TR /INIY Potts BREFRY | HLALLSR pREK 1)
KT AR AR W RMERY . SEPR |, Potts #5750 Gibbs Bfi#L35, ( Gibbs random field , GRF) FJ—~>
FR), T LT A 26T GRE OB 3 A ) 7 25 38 ) 26 LY 13 Pk 8, 132 )1 Bayes 43 7 1l
I %5 R 3 TR M

BESE O, A2 ML LA WA A Potts BEAR, [A] I, Potts #5781 i 78 43 B8 1 1 &
Y Hl(zi =z,) JXFE, ABC J7vE ] LS T IR U AL BT S 4HEAT Bayes HEIRT.
1.4 HERE

BT HGARST, ABC G 3 iR 22 M Ge it BEE D FITTIR(E & X = 2ER I E
FE A 7E— SRl iz ] ABC J5 iy AT TN AE ABC J5 i MHESE T X} Fik = A2 Rk
Fra BERCE , DORTE T RS B AT TR0 5 etk 2 R TA B, LA BRAYTHRAC M 3RS 0 &

(8)
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S B0 A A S I NG — R B R, Gt RO AT R IO /N R o ST T
( minimal sufficient statistics ) 24 43X f2& K AR /N 7853 B8 T i BB 8 76 (45 75 43 M 0[] B o KR
R b SR GTESE A i 200 RN 24 | 30 1T {6 J 2 0 8 5 o P T PR T, DT 42 3 BB TR B 1
AR, B THHR AR G(y | 0) BYEMIE— Bk A, 8 E /N /3 et it i 8 A
ST SR BRI T AR R SR ) AT A LA S Rl N TR ke S IR L R /N T8
PRSI R IES M ABC HIEIHESE N, Giit i n BB BUE B XA 0% B e v
P2 FERE S D YRS b bR T e A BR [GFE B8 2 A, 18 AT DA $E Manhattan P2 | 5 [GRE
A Z PN R 8 R B AR R 8 S s [ b, S [R) R G B i T B TR A 25 S el
T R R LA B R TR ROR AR ABC D7 IR BIFGE H R — A AN ) L 2 22 KA 6 R B
Foe— A A AR R RO BE A9 S R, AT DAAR A0 5Lk ] 851 7 1 FH 3 55 R 38 T 05 A 17 OO i
TR e , AT T BN A B A 2 1k Z5 R DL A 28 1k A5 1A PR R . AR i o 2 A0 3R
(S1) ~ (S4) B AR B L RT3, 8 AR 4 A5 1Y 5 B e AR B0 & 1k Sk 0 i T O 20 B8
(S3) 2 e SH 07 M LLAR r B —EE I H 5, SRR 2 1k R AR BT 1 HAT SR k.

>
O—C——0

Bl 2 JESAE 4x4 18 55 LY Potts f57Y
Fig. 2 A Potts model defined on the 4x4 lattice

2 ABC JiikRTHT

ARk AT AN 4 ff B X 68 ABC it AT T ekl JE R T — RN 5 e A
A S BT R (7 S R A
21 MHEBESNNTXGERITE

WA, S BOE 2 g2 H ABC 7k — A E 2D IR AR ) ABC HEZR T, 48
T A 2 I SRR S A TR AT Xof 52 o ) 8L 14 B AN 22 S R AT A B H 2 IR 2
SEPRIE R XA BT IR SRR S B AR Z s, —FhGE i BRI AR L 5 —Rh i i
B, ARG i AR E R 26 ABC 5 ik 19 S bR e = 2R B K s e o 1 5 IR
it R 5%, iz PRI SR 5l 14 75 5 A S e 40 11k A4 SR AU 4 R B 8 52 21 AL

Joyce I Marjoram 4 H—F03E B 780 Ge T2 1 ik 2 e o B B AR S S 2— 4k
PG RES LS SRS A SR ATy, N S ki —Brgeitit s wiT LA
IRE] S IR NECA AT S R 7 (01 s, ,s,,,8,)/m (0 s, ,5,,-+,5,.,) — 1 <8 WAL,
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s, BN AIN. TS50, it s, IR TR SPMALES s S s BF5EH A& L — M EUE
AR/INE B 2B £ s AT IETE S5 SO 52 ] X R 25 Y sRBEWAR B 2., 00 T R85 2l
F ABC RERUT 3  Se it B A AEAE— > ERR TR B R W, BB AR (] | 4 %%
ATl s 23 el g,
Fearnhead Fll Prangle #2 2 B 81t ABC ( semi-automatic ABC) kBRGNS
E AR B0 2K R
L=(0-0)"A(0-0), (9)
Hor 0 R Bl 0 RASTHE B SIS A IE A B, MG s = E(01 y) B, L &R/
AR UL, S8 5 5o A BE SR 5 T2 (9) & SURYH 2R sREICT M s L ge it it e, A7)
BEa A RIE PR PRI 5, DR Ry AN R0 LS5 98 701, I 90 701 RS F AR 2 R R0 A8 At 5
J5 AT A ARG TR AR S TR A TR e TR F A 3k ABC YRR AT LA 3307 2 4
LY/ (1
B2 FAZML ABC ik
1) A |G A T S 800 R BORE X ],
2) 7E IR D[R] e B 28, AR IR LR pR Rl A A OB F 5 M iz IR,
s e,,0,,---,0, Mz ,z,,,z,.
3) i1 0,,0,,--,0, Mz, z,, -z, 7GR UG 5070 A 22 (R 5C R 5
e {1,2,,p} IB%0, AR z EALR,0, =F(z2).
&) BEGFR FL(+) Fy(+) e B (o) L AT ABC B0 1, I EIR SR REAR,
£ H 3k ABC B3k 1 A 7E T %% 3) .Fearnhead il Prangle 5250 T 2R ik kPG 0 5
B Y. Z I RR , EIE lasso" > #1 canonical correlation analysis“‘” iyl , DRIk
A R BN ARG T K, 2P 3R 3) sP T T BB A 5 | D SRS B Z ]
IR
0, =B, +Bf(z) +e, (10)
Horp f(z) 7L z BT B4 Fearnhead Fl Prangle K f(z) = (2,2°,2°,2%) .
TE Fearnhead 1 Prangle 4 >F: F 3k ABC J5 , A& Y e 175 3) th Y sR£0C R Jiang
S PR B M 2 25 R AU A GE T i 5 5 BUBUE Z R (1 DG 2R 5 VB 1ok b, R b 2 I 4% ]
DA S AU 5 B AT 2 8] Y RREROG 22 AH TR 2 B P 28 ) 24 5 58 R B R i ok 2% 1 8L LA
Jiang S5 FH = B2 (14 Fi 28 X 285 e S TABE 7R il ) ol 28 ) 485 1) AF 52 3 3 B0 45 Creel .Raynal
SRR A FHBENLARAR I i PR gt b i T BRI &, BRI A A R T SRR S
Gt Z (A1 PRASOC R X 8 5 12k LA T8 A DI 80, BV pRBSOC 3R 75 B3 i O M5
BRI 200 2 6 Tk #R g i BT 2538 7T LAZ 2% SOk [ 58 .
2.1.1 #l1; “g-and-k” 94225 H (quantile ‘ g-and-k’ distribution )
—JC “g-and-k” S AIEU AR ABC AT R LA P IR A AR A 4 40 A
THEAE X
Q(rl A,B,gk,c)=A + B[l e i . zig _gzg:;;) (1+2(r)>) (1), (11)
Horb, 2(r) FRPREIES AT S r A8, S8 e M5 704 1Y SRR XS PR, — IR BE N
0.8, T ZHEWTRI S AT A, B, g b A/NIX UM R RIL AR BL . 303k 1 Mk 2.
ESEINESAY (A7 ,B™ g k") = (3,1,2,0.5) HURARE B0 (i Ak n, Hoh Rp A i
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i =250.88 “ g-and-k” 3B A T BAT BRI E TR GE T FRATTE R B A — FR S04
e AR AE g T it AES kb m Bl s B 1 — RGN i B o A i [0.05,
0.1,0.15,---,0.9,0.95 ] .57k 1 A HE 25 B i BEPRRR [C IR B8 06 F AR Sk, AR ARk A Bl 10° 1k
B BB A 1 Ve BE B RN N = 2 048 AMEES RN N HUS B REAS. [RIRE M, 350 2
W74 N AN ERAEARE A 304k ABC MU R A AE R #AFY abetools A3 . 28 SUff ] abe-
tools £ 2% S B S e .

1.2 1.2
0.9 algorithm 2 0.9
s &
2 0.6 206 algorithm 2
g g
=] =]
algorithm 1
0.3 | i 031 ||
Al e
0 0
0 1 2 3 4 0 2.5 5.0 7.5 10.0
A B
020/ | 0.6
| algorithm 1
ESEEE algorithm 1
0.154
0.4
X algorithm 2 X
z z
% (101 \f % algorithm 2
< <
0.2
0.054
0+ 0 _
0 2.5 5.0 7.5 10.0 0 2 4 6
g k

Bl 3 XJLWEE 1 MGk 2 MBS (A, B, g k) G SFEA D BRST0
Fig. 3 Comparison of marginal distributions of (A,B,g,k) between algorithm 1 and 2

K3 R TR |2 1980 R Ire AR Zs 1 bR EMRERE S | R IREeRREE
2 SR AT R AR AREARE N S B EH N E AT DA I J L ESEE
I L REET Ak ABC .S58 g LRI, 2 A 3 ik ABC BERUIE T3 1.
TEZH A, B E A3 ABC BRI R aF ik 50k 1 DL, B FoRE ¥ H 3k ABC R
IR M HE A9 ABC IEARTREML & R ahieitait &,
22 RAEENHESES

AR ER G T 22 a] 4 i 2 Al ABC ik B 5 Ah— A B AR 25 B AR
NG e B 24 450 ABC YL  Harrison 258 N BOAR 2 (O BF 58 WRT 94 4 46
Z B RUEE 22 SR A IR 200 SOk ep DA e DL 1 IR E B 8 A 90 fORIE 58 3 o, i e T i
REdE I WIS G 5 6 BB 2 [B) A R S ] LR

D(n(y),n(z))= szl (n,(y) —n,(2))?,
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Horr K RS A0 T IEBRGE T R R /NBYS2 IR |, Harrison 255 AIIALRR G 25 HoE
X,

Dxmwm@»=J;wmmw—mu»% (12)
Horpw ARG T YA R[] e AR (1) Y B 232 IR ABC SR A5 2 Y S5 3 534 SCHR [ 59 ]
1) B AR A A AL R (7] i w ™ IS S AR 5 ABC J5 55 43 A 2Z 18] % B B o K
TESCHR[ 59 ], Hellinger I 245 FH R A 5 W47 Af 2 18] A BE B 25 AR HC Al 2 38 o | ARk (G B
4 Kullback-Leibler HUSEHR AT LAy # 6. 78 205 12 A1 S0 A B REAR B, S5 30 40 B A T8 (nea-
rest neighbour distance estimator ) 8% HI>E At 1143471 22 [H] 9 L 25, WG AR AR 4R 22 W] 1) k- B il &0 B 25
fhTHIE SCANE

L O e (13)
Hp, (i) #8 X, BIEAE X, Pk IEREARRIBRICEE RS v, (i) 48 X, BIEAE Y, , 5 kTR RY
BRECHIES B, , =T (k)2/(T(k-a+ DT (k+a-1)) . Hik, Sl AR aT LRk
fifp

w' =arg max(1 - D,(0', 116,,)), (14)
Hrfra=0.5,0] ZNSEE 50 EFEA 0, & ABC BIEIS B0 J5 10 0 M FEA. T 2
2 0, 5 w L.

F LI 50t 1y P S 4ge , E fF FH AOHE A Sy B T B e AR 2 B R T A5 Y 2 B
AT S A RO A AT SRR I E AN 23 O — AN TR, -4 HHORH VL Y O S8 506 ABC B30, LA
B (R IFFE A0 45 Bernton 259 41 H 4 Fl Wasserstein BB /E N ABC 5303k v il I 2 B B X RE Ak
APINE: 155, Wasserstein FE T LU HAE ITEBIREA & AT Z gt Mg, Atk
RERIER ST TAESE ., i1 Wasserstein #0215 5 00 ABC 58032 n] DACEL 31 B 52 1) )5 56 40
i, RN TR EAS E— 05 8.8 8 3 2R H Wasserstein #2519 ABC 421
2, LUT ik WABC .

B3 WABC ik

1) WIS 0 hahii— e 2400 .

2) %E 07 AR ISR A G R AR — A R 2

3) HE W(z,y) , Hrf w(., ) 83 Wasserstein F .

4) MR W(z,y) <6,f*¥F 0" Fz.

5) HELIR 1) ~4) , HBR AL R0 L.

221 #1 2.9 “g-and-k” oA A

FATEDFAESS 2.1 1 /N5 i 5~ A FH AR 3 5 00 0 A5 40 52 B3t o B 02 3 A AR ]
PLFE github.com/ pierrejacob/winference $8 %28 T F 4% — 15 2 [H{H €, WABC )71 Monte-
Carlo L85G . T ¥4 Monte-Carlo B4, AT LIS H AR SCER 2.3.2 /N5,

P 4 Jern 150k 2 G 3 A5 305 B REAS 1 3 PR A A 00, b TR AR B 3 14
RO ERRE 2 MEER, B TR R ERLARE N SEWE S EAR R  TH] Was-
serstein FF B ) ABC 80 BAL T2 A ik ABC JEBNZSEH R A B 3 B AL
(AL LG, WABC 38 Kb 146 10 F ABC 5532k Y o A2 A FH & R 75 R T e T B R B AR
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B R 4E R B JE WABC 38 3 Y 55— 0] BUE: Wasserstein [ 25 B8 4% 4 5 40 SR UL AR A
HREAS N n HAEA B2 e | 3R 445 1t Wasserstein BB AT E 22 N o(n’) 6 SCHR
[60]H , WF5T B FRAL T T UK fi# Wasserstein 25 ) — B85 v B AT TR AT DL FEAR T35 AR
(B2 A — R 2 TR B

2.0
3
2 o IS algorithm 3
ey . 2
z 2 algorithm 3 ‘3
= =
3 S 1.0
1 algorithm 2
0.5 algorithm 2
0 0
2.0 2.5 3.0 35 4.0 0 1 2 3
A B
03 3
algorithm 3
2
“ 0.2 A
s z
g algorithm 2 Z
3 <
0.1 1 algorithm 3
algorithm 2
0 0
0 2.5 5.0 7.5 10.0 0 2 4 6
g k

B4 XtHSTk 2 Mk 3 BB SE (A, B, g, k) BERFEARAFR i
Fig. 4 Comparison of marginal distributions of (4,B,g,k) between algorithm 2 and 3

2.3 HHEIERNE—TT R

S b, g ABC SRR HESR AT ORI U ABUIR AR T3¢ ABC B THRACE &
X2 i ABC SE T HEAE QAT T — RV AN GHE B ABC T 1 5 Ho A iy il A6 0 43 B
HARMATARCE G DU R RCE.
2.3.1 Soft ABC

TR 1 B 2 R 52 W R AR i 14 5 SO R e 2 8 R SNl o “ FE 48 il ABC™,

B4 Soft ABC HE

1) WSEER3 1 o (0) rhihi— "Mk 240 .

2) 4 0 MRS FCSEE AR G AR AE — A B U 2

3) HHRAARIE r = exp( = D(z,y,)/h) i D(-, +) AERIEPNEE 2 B & (40, BRICHE ).
4) MKHES r fREH 0" Filz.

5) EEAE 1) ~4) , HAIFEML LS00 L.

WAR AL 4 b R ER SRR 1 8 L 3 T soft ABC J7 ik B fBRS BE A AR



1192 w A B = K X il

2 h— 0 I, soft ABC J5 ¥ 3T LUK BE W4 i , (TS8R IR AE SE BRIV HT soft ABC
Ayt AR FRA TR S M e A

TESLFERY I, Park 25 7€ 2016 442 H AT RUF ANEEAS 22 8] 1) B R Y (E 22 57 ( maximum mean
discrepancy , MMD ) 2 {0 H I 8 BE 5 D, Xt soft ABC Jy ¥ #F 47 ke . 122 5 ok 5 T PR A K2-

Bi%£5 K2-ABC B

1) WSEE3 1 o (0) thili— "Mk 240 .

2) 4HE 07 MR ECSEE AR B AR AR — A A U 2

3) HHRAHRIE 8 = exp( = Dyyp(z,,)/h) 3 Dy FRREE B,

4) MKHES S A7 07 Fl z.

5) EELIE 1) ~4) , HEIA ALK L4000 L.

2.3.2  ABC-SMC

2581 ABC HEZR I — KRR IRAET A S HUE NS E SR I, e 55
B3 AT 22 S B KAE, — e 2 AR v A iR A R i — W mT LA 3 3 b b ) s N 423 T
Ji B4 BOAMRE 43 A R 40 e . ABC-SMC B3k X 22 il ABC HE 42 v 7 A fik i 2 55 i
FE BT T 2leis , @4 )7 51 Monte-Carlo 3¢ W 72 25 O A0 B8 37 i 126 S 80 Bl 43 4 . ABC-SMC
B T + 1 AHATH ABC S FEFTR K, BF—1> ABC st BN R F— AN A A 5, , Hor oo
=8, > 8, > -+ > &, TP IE 6 Fivs.

Hi%£6 ABC-SMC &k

1) &t = 0. NS5 m,(0) I N ANFEA {07} XA FEARTR TACE w” =
1/N.

2) & r=t+ LEERAM GV (0)= Y, wl™VK(01 0" JEK(-1 ) R4 E
AT

3) Ai=1.

4) LRG0 G (0) AimkRs AR, LA S, FITTBRMH , i21T ABC BIESAF LTS8 0 1
FEAC . HE N G (0) hAEas 2 0, i A A i AR A G 2 ~ £(1 01 I ER
ZHABEEBI D(n(y,),m(z)) <35,.

5) &i=i+ LRI 4) HEQ > N,

6) M THEAKLE

7(0;")

w!" =

N °
2w VK816,

7) ﬁ@i@?@b),ﬁit >T.

TERE 6 hELRE L PRE K( -1 +) 8% 7] LUIEFE Gauss % pREL FRT7E ¢ B 21, e SECN 1
NI AR, (0) FHHL, MR MLt — 1 B ZIZRAS BOREAS Ry Je B o O T W) Gauss TR 45
i GV (0) UL, ABC-SMC 5535 7T LUAG LAk AR IRATHE ¢ B 20 22 Bkt 5 58 20 A i3 AR, DA
PR E LA FERCRAE ABC Al SMC 75 ik BB S8 8 A 45 SCHik [ 63-64 1.

2.3.3 ABC-MCMC
Marjoram 232 H1 T 76 ABC FEZE il MCMC A9 77 32 DA i ko 00 FLUR B i e
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WEE 7 FURIEE L 7, SR R BN T3 BP0 AL R, 24 6 — 0 B, Bk A 2 5 J5 5643 Al
BB LG 50 704 . ABC-MCMC ARSAE T, I SECR T NS I8 o3 A gR A Gl R K (-1 -)
PEHE Gauss B eREL AR K( -1 +) FISEN I AR B34 5534, I 4 ABC-MCMC #t23iR
AN LA H bR A 2 2208504, ABC-MCMC T I 949k % 2 5 B REAS 25 5 B3 s il B
X [H].

B 7 ABC-MCMC &

1) %= 0. [ L 1 B8 —NEKFEA 0 .

2) At=t+ 1.

3) fEEEESE 0" ~K(-1 0°7V) .

4) 2 07 ARYEILIEER A S R A A B 2.

5) ARFEHLIEL w ~ U0,1) .

\ (0" )K(0“ "1 80")

6) IHEr = (0 )K(0 1) .

7) WRu<r M D(n(y,),n(z)) <8HBWL, L0V =0" 7" =7. 50,0 =0"" .,

8) RMIER 2) , B ENA L Ak A it 2.
2.3.4 Hamiltonian ABC

Hamiltonian Monte-Carlo( HMC ) J7 42— F & U (1) b B = 4 i W7 4 07 30 . aMC FLH H
i BRI — 265 B (1N, BB BEAF BRI Hesse FiFFAF ) K42 M S EUW A SOR B R ABC ATRE
AFArT 5% 1 pR AR A4 B 0 R T HMC 5 ABC 2 PR BV RH I O HE 22 A 2 Meeds 2520 10
FrEEATS X AR HABC . HABC ] LUEIIH A HMC A1 ABC A4 3, Ak 3 vy 4
SHHEW A G T BARSR sR AL

T X A2 A58 UK R B LA T HMC S5/ (RLER eR 85 £ 8 sl A B E AT il AE.(HLZ ABC
1320 J5 B AT AT DAHS B3R AT] T ffRUSR pR I K35 B 7E HABC Hh— e A U2

ms(y, 1 0) =J775(y”| z)m(z| 0)dz = %Ewﬁ(yn |z, (15)

Horprz® 2 oo 20 JE i ABC BRI M AN IAEA 7 (y, | z) Fn G s 5 0 4
P2 B 225 AT LSRR sR L L, X T-45 7€ 19 0, WIECHE ()ALLK pR B T AR 315 =X
(15) 750 AR, OIS ALK ok B0 466 B £ 2R AT LAGE (A 355, PR, HMC AT LUIBUR]

4 H(0,p)=U(0) + K(p) 183 Hamilion 31 1 RERIAER R, Hirp 0 2S5 ,p 2
it A 8 45 T HABC BBk i L.

&£ 8 HABC B

1) %1 = 0.\ Avia S5 e .

2) At=t+ 1.

3) WEER SRS p Y ~ 7y (p) .

4) AT LA (leap-frog) A [0 pt ™V ] KA S, HEBH O p*.

5) W8 r=min(1,exp(-U(0") +U(O"™") -K(p*) +K(p"™"))).

6) 4 u ARFEFRUELI S A ) — D BELEL IR w < 7 W40 =0 50,00 =07,

7) R 2) | EEIEE LR SR AR .

AR 4) i B L BAR SR AR
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6IF oU
1) p,(¢t +8,/2) =p, - —
)Pt<t LF ) Pl(t) 3 aﬂ,v(t)’
K

2)0.(t+6 =0.(t) +6,,——
) z( LF) l( ) LF 60i(t +5LF/2> )

Oy U
2 90.(t+8,)’
Hrb au/00,(1) T LIRIER (15) 1531,

3) Pi(t + 8LF) =Pi(t +6LF/2) -

M

U(8) == In(m,(y,1 ) ==1In ((1/M) X m,(y, 1 2") ) =

InM +1Ind + (y, —z")*/(28%),

o g™ S B LI A5 B 30T 1) 7 IS
2.3.5 Ak E Kk

B SR PREL (synthetic likelihood ) J5 i &5 ABC B AHIT 151k 2 —. & UAUER pR B
P SCHR [ 49 148 At ) B AR X 52 44 i AR S MR A AS0E T4 D8 by 000 4o di B A w8 S i 4
PEFERL S 2, (ISR pRESOHE AT TS A B2 R UL Bl y, S — BRI gt it s . 25
FITA G T HE TR 2 3 T G v 1) 28 [B) 2R A 7

TEL 2 SHL 0 B it A R A B 2, ST RO GE T s A B E S IR
ZIC Gauss 7340, Bl s, ~ N(m,,2,) JITLL B s, At p,, 2, JRBE, X FHEER 0, W%
B LR BB TT LU 9. 4> 0, A B B AR SE 3T f(y, | 0) = (0, | f,,3,),
Hor ¢ (-1 @) JEZITIEASSMA0 9% R BB R L, MCMC 7] LU F A AL SR R B0 3145 )5 56
FEAR.

BB REL S ABC (AR R Z AL FE T - BT B AR R i 1 A BB AN R Z AR T
B BARUR SR BB B B B Ge T RS B 20 A, T ABC T B4 L dse A S0 5 08 0 45
Pt 2 (A1 22 52 AR A LRI SR BRSO EAS & ELE LR eR AL B — A2 TSI IR e £ AR
BT MELITT R BOE UK sRBLA T I, ABC 7 iE AR T ZE SR R A, (EL A B RUSK eR 85
DR FE TR R B HE T 7 1k

3 ABC FiETEE ARE AL B H

ABC J5 11 F IR Hi i i e TE— R4 S A8t A B TR) b 6 T2 B9 RO 40 A i
P 248 SRV N LR BB VA A TR Z I N TR B 22 AR5 K X0 AH DG S BRI 2R 45 T 11
3.1 ABC FFiES&EEREHE

TEAF S AR | 4 Fal 5 400l 28 5 25 b 3 2% 252 1) [ 7 471 1 K i 218 A8, 3 S 1 [R] 19 (] 0 A8 7Y
( continuous-time autoregressive model, CAR ) & A FRIX F K Y 7 AR AL, 28 L CAR BRI AT L)
i H Kalman J€3 ( Kalman filtering ) F1RLFJE 3 (particle filter) Ge e 7 RN, — . CAR
RRAL v i) — 28 28 MR B A AN L, HGETTHHE BT 2B BIAR KA PR ABC J7 5 2 il TR X 28
PRI — A S TR

WH RS EIERXT, P Hr CAR BIRIgUNT #iiA .

dX(t) =AX(t)dt + edW(t), (16)

Hpr, {W(t) } BArE Brown 12830, X(¢) = [X(¢), XV(t), =, X" V() ]"(XV(¢) FTm
X(t) W5 @ B340
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0 1 0 0
0 0 1 0
A=]| : : : . (17)
0 0 0 - 1
—Qap T QApy T Ap, Ty
€=10,0,-, o, " B o FAMRANR 7,
X(1) = e*X(0) + [ A EdW(u) (18)
0
HARESF RS Gauss B K%L .
F(X(1) 1 X(s)) =e"X(s5),C(1,s)), s < t, (19)
C(1,5) = cov(X(1) | X(5)) = [ X & e du. (20)
FESE BT[] R T DUBCEE QB ECR A28 1]
X, =X, te,, i=1,2,--,N, (21)
HARGWER e, ~ (0,07), EMTTZRE
o? = j AT e A A (22)
0

WRIRENE R {W(t) } hrUE Brown 1530, A5 4 Kalman 3837 J5 92 7] LUKE A 5K @ DLAR eI
B AR A LW () Y AN EARYE Brown 12 B0 MBI A, 1SR R EI0RE T H: TR e 3R ATT %
FE—Fr CAR BiHY. % 0 = (a,,07) JRIMEHE A X = (X, X, X)) JRATER R, g S
B0 | TLURIE (21) 5, =X, — et O X, AUROT A S 1y,
ty SEREZERON IR ATFE 2, SRS O REA AR TR, T RUARYE 2, 245 S Sz /] o3 A1 ok
e @ 5 B SIAE A 22 B ARk BE B A OGP (distance correlation ) M 2 RUREASAG I Y — >
TR FRATME FHFE B AHOCIE S ABC 456 197 B HEWT CAR BEAY 1Y 280 530 1k 1l SCHR [ 68 ]

P, HARR BRI 9 R,
Bi£9 4% CAR #AIA) ABCDC 53
1) 4 0 B ZPUI{E N X(0) =x.
2) WK o (a) ol — R o .

3) AR P =1, FEALEA) BN BT ERR X (1) B4

4) & z, =X, - eAliTti-0 Y

li-1 ®

S) M Lz} R WITHGNA 2 = Lz,2, ) B2 = (2,2, ) .

6) THRAEEE KM Deor(2',2%) .

7) W Deor(2',2) < e, % a” .

8) R 2) , H E Lk SF A k.

J T B ARG FESEBR N AT DL BRI S MCMC 454

JJE % ABCDC-MCMC %

A FEROR TR AN T A 2GR A W] LS5 SO [ 68 1 R KT R I S PRBCR 1S B T4

(EAAU A B IE.

Ornstein Uhlenbeck (OU ) i1 72 J& 1% £ 5} [8] F¢ AR Y 1 — 2R B AS ] A 3K sl A2 72 AR T]

B OU 2.8 5(a) 5 H T MANF OU J B A = A= 1 — 2H A FULEHG
Xr,- =ea(z,j4,-—|)Xliil + Wr,-a i = 1,2’...,]\[’

(23)
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Hof, W,=o, [ L) LACRIEST, BRI a = - 0.8,0, = LA, 4 L 4%

Brown 1z 3.

. ) coefticient estimation of
OU process driven by Brown motion OU with Brown motion

(a) (b)

1000 2000 3000 4000 5000
N

500

400

N, 300

200

100

. . . . 0
0 100 200 300 400 500 -1.2 -1.0 -0.8 -0.6
time ¢ a

Bl 5 EZEmTE] A [ IR Bayes HEMT
Fig. 5 Bayesian inference of coutinuous-time autoregression model
K 5(b) . (¢) R Tiaf ABCDC-MCMC 53 8 21 6 T 2450 o WL UG 5604, Horpb &
5(b) HBHL a i MCMC FEAS 115 () IS HL a i L7 IR AT DS AR W] ABCDC-MCMC 7 i

AR S AL 0 T W, 00072205 S W) = o[ e ar e, % @ AU @ ORI,

§*(2)

fittie 24T )
e "dr
0

32 ABC A#ESAIERE

PUAE B 25 ( GAN) FIAE 43 [ Sh 4wt 2 ( VAE ) A3 A0 3 B0 AR A RS2 ST 4F ok N T
BRENTSE TP A — R, N VS R o 1 MR TR SO A LAY 52 23 08 oy 450, 465 7
— A BT Y HAREE R A X 207 % [ i 1 — 2H AR OB AR A A e e AR
H BRI A ] BEARBLITTAS BE B DX 53 AN (] T 7E I T B 27 G 2 v 732 e 1) 3 T 4 4
FRIEAT AR AL G A AR | 3 S A AR A DGR 3K 3l 4y =X il ok N R B,
X BRI A G AR A T R R N 220 A S R AR SRS B A T S R T Y — Bt T 15 ABC 5 i B
FRTRLYS GAN Fi VAE TREEZS & 78 N TR RS th g | AN 4B A9 B & AN vk, I3 FH AT
T N A BEHOAE S AN € T HEWT 7 vk B A T & e

—& M S, GAN H— 4 i M 4% ( generative network ) Fl—> #1514 ( discriminative net-
work ) T4 B, e Az B 28 T 77 A A BB AE A, 3 199 2 FH T DX 93 AR OB A AR R E Br 8
PRFEA .GAN Ty i A% O AE T 384 A= 1l I 26 FRLH 1) X 24 22 [ 3 AR A T B X DI o AN 4 5
PRI BYRE T, e 2l 45 A B P 2 it 194 A OB A A SR 30 AT DAL L A9 7 B2 BT IR R X Bt U1
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— R P AL BRI 1 5, Uk J I 2% il 75 LA B AR R A T L Bl > 7 A 40 P 8% e )
S A AR B REAS S8 TRl — 250 s SR, ISR S 0 531 0 2% it HCRE A% L B R A A 3 1
DX O3 R AR AT BARREAR S 5 B B, 3t 26 A BRI e, Az e o 28 1 531] I 2% 14 2 ) 44
AURWHR T, I B A BRIP4 o ZRom T A Al 25V B9 A 0 26 BT R Al i) 23 0], » 7 B
A RTZSVR R3] 0 268 R 1) 2 T, AR e 26 AR I ke et 08 A e B 0 531 ) 2% 1 3k
AT L3 2o SR A 2 A Ak o) R s

e VE.D),
Horh F bR R

V(G,D) £k, , [In(D(y))] +E,_, ., [In(1-D(G(2)))], (24)
Horb p (y) AL EHE B L5201, p, (2) AUSRA IR 28 A B89 204 AT 10— 20 A B Y
BB bR TR A8 T e /N R A R 468 77 A i AR R FE A AR AR A0 F S B AR B
JIEkH R AR A F, Z IR KL RO IR R F, 5 F, W RS 0 & R/ N H &
AR, 3 b T KL 0% A D0 A SR o o J0 2 B ] 5 | O A 30k A 28005 5 (BT =
JETHAR” IGL) , DT 3 1% el 5 1) 2 T, AATT T iy 22 300 T — 2R 90 8 1 URE A A T ( two
sample test) E"Jéﬁﬁ‘%(@ﬁﬁ Wasserstein EEF’%[M] \BElij(quéjéj'%:m \ﬁﬁiﬁl—ﬁ%*ﬂ)ﬂ EE%[M gjf)
RN KL SRR O B AR B A S E B e R A R ARURE BE 8 B e R S B 7 A T — R
FIHCRAE AT GAN B85 75— RN H ) b AT T 25 A3

VR A AR ) 55 — A LA VARl — AN 2 65 2% (encoder ) FIl— AN 65 &% ( decod-
er) MR IE R, G R AR H AR SRR A AOT I RUIR d- 4EbRIEIEZS 704 N, B — 2K
i {H, L IR X e e i S HM A N, 8 BAREHEREAS A% O AR SRS | 8 53 A
N, PHIBCH I BRAS B B B st H 7 A B ] 2= A — AN i A AR AR y
A AR A SRS A% 2 “ A8 0157 (variational Bayesian ) By — 301 85 %2 0 FH. AR 430 R EE XK
RIS IR RN T AR 1Y Bayes HE KT % 10 B0 R 51 & BEHLAE 437 (stochastic variational infer-
ence) (4R H 7 BITE THERIATAE 43 A 200 B 2 AR ORI AL B2 R B (stochastic gradi-
ent descent, SGD) FVLRMEAL 3341 , [l 1X A8 0k R 3 5 R DR R AL Bayes R0,

% GAN Fl ABC BiE M52 ) VAE BRI AR 223 H 40 1 1 B o A BL AR pRi Ry 3l
oL, AN SCHRL 74 10 MMD 5483520 VAE H i o0 A i b 2638 205 Sk [ 75 ] 42 x40 5 3)
B ES K VAE MRS HEWT 5 GAN w5 I 48 i G it i B2 R 45 67— e oh 2B i i &
Ji& L4 ABC 1Y Bayes HEWT B4 78T A0 SEURS SCHR[ 76 192 1 124843 ABC, FHZZ 73 HE T AR
1&45¢ ABC HAET Monte-Carlo FlIAFH 5 304045 fli T H A T LATE R FHGE it i B (AL G A2 704
W7 rF ALK BRI, S S AT AT ABC SR PR A A T B,

HSE IR R, GAN S HAR RS i T2 A6 1 ABC 553 B AT T P % B o 42 0
ZEAE R REAR R A LA R 5 (1 P TR 3 i 28 X 4 A Ay S 311 2 L A ) 531 W) 8% 28 g 50 0 A0 4 1) —
AR AE B (O RRAE ) £, AR5 AR BURE AR (9 HRAIE 1) 5 5 H AR AR AR (9 R Ak [r] £ 22 8] 9 B B A
JE i, JF LA RE B R BT 2% AL 5 ABC AR Z A = 5 —  GAN BBz {6 T ABC J5 ik
SR 7 2, ABC J7 sk S A 1y U2 B T, GAN BEAY R 2227 20 Bis 1 A 7 256
T ABC BT L SR EAE 0 SE T, GAN 5 1R 38 A 0 31 IO £ 2 ) B A
fiE [ i 0] DLTUAL ABC 5L A 3R 2 Ji R ) P Al s e 5 i e i e 1) 88 5 A )
SETT D Rt — PR GAN W28 S5 AE BB 1) 720 5 [R) IS GAN [ 28 55307 2% Az iR 2 1)
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PE W ABC FE R R A 2 Kl Sl 18 FH S 046 1 114 JEL e

PAERT GAN Ml VAE O RIR 2 8 FOE A BB 9« e LR AE AR Z S50 K, I
I7UT L B B OO R T AT R R TR ) < R AR T AEAE DA AL AR, AN R A
AT LAHE B ARATOC T2 R B A i B ABC 530K AT LI R A AN 7 1k A T A o i, el 2
25 BN 2 4 T S AR AW T AL ABC rP FHARAS GE i B A AT (DL R ek AR 37 2 B
BT DR BE M2 R 25 1 S 2R T 3 A GE TSR L T8 0 vk i MRS Bayes HERTR12: =24 AU AH
HRELS KON N TR RESUEAT PR, 215 ABC 2RI SR TEHL a8 27 ~) AT
RG2S (6], 75 51, ABC 4B BRI R, el A st e A i A e T et ) JEE A
SSETT RTARED R e — 2D AR i GAN [ 45 28 A SRR B 1A 5 [R)IE GAN 0 28 55550 2 Al A
HHEAD B4 ABC 7R KRR S A Kt A0 sk iy I FH S (3L 1730 ) 8L i

4 4 ik

Az AR Y RE RS AT RO B i B dls A R AN 1 LLMEIHE PR BBC TG £ B AR E 2
SN P > GETT27 ] o (8 T RIS . B IR A R R A R al kA G A B R A
{2 H A A SRR A AN E M0 7 U Bayes TR RS A Az U RS p b, SCRESE
BN 28 PR 3B Rt AR SO SR RE A5 4 02 L Bayes 113 RUIR S SR BE 2 T HoR S5 &, K it
SN E R 4 A R TR SRE | LUY B RERE AR IS AU VR L 1 5, A SOl Bt T ABC #1977 4=
AR R DA U, % T ABC 5 AR B 5 2 A AR 17 HE BSR4 A iR ABC. Y & i 32
B PAE =D ARG T | R R R AR P B (R X AN JT R 2 T ABC RO
TEHES) ABC B JBARIG , AT T ABC HARTE R iAW 7.

ST, ABC HEZEC U ST GE 27 ) GU i) — A H B0 S ARG, &
AT LARE PR Z Y A AR A PRSI A% G o A 0 26 7 2 4 O R BRI I A, S 0 A8 45 5
IS 2%, He TSR sRAR Y 7 i 8 BIAR KPR AR ABC 5 Hofh KR BUHE HE R B 4 &, e AN TE AL B AT
ZBAE SR A B RO IS ABC & 78 KB IR & 44 00 fin s 22 1 4 .

Bt AR SCVEE 0 B BT TR BE ST B XS A SCRY
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Recent Progress of Approximate Bayesian
Computation and Its Applications

ZHU Wanchuang', JI Chunlin®’, DENG Ke'
(1. Center for Statistical Science, Department of Industrial Engineering,
Tsinghua University, Beijing 100084, P.R.China;
2. Kuang-Chi Institute of Advanced Technology,
Shenzhen, Guangdong 518000, P.R.China)

Abstract: In the era of big data and artificial intelligence, it is a common challenge for applied
mathematics, statistics and computer science to extract valuable information and knowledge
from complex data and models. Generative models are a class of powerful models which can
potentially handle the above difficulty. From a macro point of view, the differential equations
and dynamic systems in applied mathematics, the probability distribution in statistical models,
and the typical generative models ( generative adversarial networks and variational auto-en-
coders) in computer science could be considered as generalized generative models. Along with
larger and larger-size data, the structure of data becomes more and more complicated simulta-
neously. Therefore, more powerful generative models are essential to process real problems. It
is a challenge to describe mathematical structures of these generative models. It poses a natural
question of how to analyze such generative models without analytic forms (or hard to obtain
their analytic forms). Originated from the Bayesian inference, the approximate Bayesian com-
putation, as a likelihood-free technique, plays an important role in processing complex statisti-
cal models and generative models. Based on the classic approximate Bayesian computation, the
development and recent advance of approximate Bayesian computation were systematically re-
viewed. Finally, the application of the approximate Bayesian computation to complex data and
the deep connection between the approximate Bayesian computation and cutting-edge artificial

intelligence methods were discussed.

Key words: approximate Bayesian computation; generative model; deep learning; uncertainty
inference
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